thefe two . 


_oprefent his Infants to the Sacrament of Baptifmn. 
2Whether it beftot finfull for.a Chriftian to receiv 
Sacrament in amixt Affembly. 


he for the Refolution of a Friend, 


fatisfa&tion of them who defire to: walk in the Ancieit and 
way of Truth and 
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1. Whether ther be fufficient Ground in Scripture: 
to warrant the Conlfcience of a Chriftianto. 
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defire mine opinion touching thefe the Que. 


there be fufcient 


Whether 
shi Seri ce warrant the: | 


of a: 


to them both fort the fatisfyin if jour confcience:Sothat you turn 
not Confcience into Will : an into Affe Fhemeck. 


( yeaonly the meek) will the Lord guid in judgement, and 
teach. his way... The fecret of the Lord is with them that 


feat he will fhew them his Govenant 


anfwer affismatiyely : There is,  futicient Ground it that 
Scripeure to, warrant the confcience ofa Chriftian-to cfent his 
the Sacrament of Baptifmwith.an of Benefic may accrew 
them by it's: wherein] ob{eeve wo.particulars. 1, the Parent fo dain 
may be excu(ed fronnfinding through ag uowarrantable ule and -Application 
Gods Ordinance’? 12, Whether-be may-in the ule expe-t any 
ctewing tothe Infant? two are diferencin their own d.require: 
either of Grotinds of tho, ificbe for the” 
Patent Baptifiny hecan.expect no good. for chem by’ ft? 
In as och as‘rio man may goodso.cpme from what is evill; yet thoit be. 
wall Gost expecked, by, ist But 


the Affarmarive part of Both, Truth of 
The firft Argumanta.; 


build upon the wards of our blelfed Saviqus. in | 
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Moderate Anfwer to the One ftion, 
here mentioned wert /xfants; fach.as men do holdin their arms: The text Gith 
od that He took up in bis arms Where we fee thatour Saviour wis 
highly difpleafed with his Difciples, who had rebuked the Parents for bringing 
theirchildten to Chrift, Hence Chrifts jaftification of whac is done doth 
efuppofe the lawfulneffe of the thing. Jc was( therfore )lawfull for the Patents to 
3 bing their children to Chrift co receiv his Bleffing if lawfull for them, {0 alfo for 
othiérs) forall. Confequently even for us there i$ aifufficient wartant to prefent our 
Infants-to thatshey may his bleffing. You will reply the 
it be lawfull to-prefent Infants to Chrift to receiv his bleffing, yetnot (therfore ) 
lawful! te prefene chem to Baptifin: I admit your reply but rejoidchus.Itlawfull_. 
to préfenc them,to Chrift for-his bleffing Then lawfulkto prefene'them to him - 
in his Ordinances in which that blefling is to be expe&ed. This I {Oppofewil 
 ftand good : That'whofoever might be welcoin to Chiilt in his perfons 'were-he 
upontearch may be admitted to his/Ordinalices in which he ts prefent by the 
poweriof his Spirit. For who doubteth butthat he hath fetup his Ordinances 
in the Church for this-end ; that in-them he might meet thofe ofhis whodefiteto 
draw neet : aad:by chefe Ordinances as by: a Mean appointed for that 
end convey tothem'that Bleffing and Grace, which were.he prefent with. us in 
the fiefh, he would beftow upon them. ‘This being’ down for @ Ground: 
Fbuild upon it thus : but ther isnone other of Chrifts Ordinances, 1n which, and 
bywhich a Chriftian can prefent his Infants.co.Chrift, with expectation of his 
Bicffing this of Baptifna: Confequently, either by Baptifm ‘they 
be prefented to Chrift for his bleffing; or'not Ifnot at all Either:Chrifts 
ce-in-his Ordinances is not equivalentto his Corporall prefence, or fome 
prohibition hath in a {peciall maner-put in a Barr to keep.them off from his Or- 
inances which did not keep them of from him when here upon earth ; If any | 

fet it'be named ifnot =. Theit is thera fufficient ground to warrant: 
the. arehts Bringing their children to Chrift’in his Ordinances, and particularly 
in Baptifmsthar ther-in they may expec the Benefit of Chrifts Benedi@tion. 
= Lknow what hath been objected :'viz. That ther is a Barr to hinder Infants 
smplyed in thef texts A/ath.28.19. from whence this 

is framed without Faith baprifed ::Inifanes warit Faith, 

they 


(chetfore) They may not be Baptifed’ : And then, To what purpofe thould 
ey be prefenced to that Sacrament: To which I anfwer? That granting the Af- 
fumption to be true, ( tho if a man deny it'as fome doy Wide Greg, Decresal,hb.3. 
eap.3-De B ejus effetta, Vice not how it can :be-proved ): But I fay, 
et it be granted chat Tnfanits have not Faith: The Propofition is uiterly fall: viz. 
_ That without Faith none may be baptifed :Forneither do the texts prove it ; and 
befides, ther is good reafon 
prove it mot This indeed thewech what the 
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Miniftery muft.do# Not what the People + The Miniftery, mutt teach all Nati- 
ons ; Buc defineth nothing, whether they may novbe baptifed before they have 
learned, or before they do beleev : much lefs doth it fay, None but beleevers may 
baptized. 2.Nor 4447.16. This text fheweth; whatis the iffue of Beleeving, 
and being Baptifed,v#x. That fuch fhali be faved : and contrarily, He that belee- 
not fhall be damned: But faith not, Fhat none may be baprifed who be- 
Jeeveth not... O, But the Order of the Words doth inferr it.  Beleeving 
before Baptifing : So/, I reply : That DoStrines colle&ted from the order of 
_ words are not alway found, nor fach Arguments conclufive : Ex.gr, Mat. 3.6. 
they were baptifed, confeffing their finns, And Fob.3.5. Borm again of water, and of 
_ the Spirit: Here is rhe before Confeffing: and Water before Spirit: yet 
doubtlefs they did confefstheir fins before they were baptifed : And who know- 
>. eth not, thatthe Spirit doth fometime prevent the Water of Baptifm. 3.Nor yet 
A&.8.36+ This indeed proveth the afirmative,véz. That He who beleeveth may 
be baptifed. But from thence co conclude the Negative, That He who belecveth 
hot, may not be bapated, is againfi all Rulesof reafoning : which will yet more 
plainly appear by this: Pbssp faiths If thon believe with thy whole heart, thon 
maift.; Will aty-man thence conclude, That whofo beleeveth not with his 
heart, may not be baptifed ? And {0 take liberty to barre all {uch as prefenting 
‘themfelves, and profefling their faith, may,.yet-perhaps juftly be fufpefted of 
Fidion.and Diflimulation 2... You feethenythe texts do not prove the Propofiti- 
on. Nay, fippofe that.not by inference, bit in dire terms, fome of thefe texts 
fhould fay, He that beleeveth not, fhall not be baptifed: ought we not to under- —— 
it.as true only in thofe perfons of whomithe'text {peaketh? Of them 
haye been taught , and) yet do.frowasdly refufe, and profefs’a ‘diflike 
and misbeleef of what hath.beentaught them? And will be too weak.an 
Argument, to prove thet univesiall Propolition , -and much lefs'to draw on the 
defired conclution, Without faith none may be baptifed, None, Ergo, NotIn= 
fants: ex. gr. Thattextof AZark, faiths He that beléeverh not foall be damned, 
g:d. Without Faith none fhall be faved : Will any man.underftand ‘this<im that 
Univerfalicy as to inclade Infants ? Will-he affume Infants beleeve nor} have ro 
faith. (therfore) They thall not be faved ?. God forbid : The Propofition hath it’s 
latitude of Truth, beyond which it may.nos be extended. Sothens thefe texts do 
_  fhew what is required of the Apoltles and their facceffors = What of the Nations». 
Heads.of the Families in the Nationsyperfons that ‘are, not under 
the command of another : But determineth nothing of infetiours, and miuch lefs 
2. Good reafon againfbit.. For why,/Firlt,« profefion 


entitle men to Baptifm ;, Tho.there be po\foundnefS and. fincerity in 
aval: Witnefs 98, Feue indeeds except there be. 


a 


| Sésramencspand with-out whofe : 


in the heaxt, God may yuftly deny man the Benefit which hé 
might expe. But, if he make to beleeve'in Chrift,; who fhall- dare to 
deny him the Sacrament. 2. Thias which is prefappofed to aflert the necelsitic of 
Faith:(underftanding it ofthe grace it {elf is doubtful vie, That without Faith no 
man hath whérewith-all co receiv the Benefit of Baptifm. This I fay may well 
_ be doubredsifnoc debyed efpecially if we intend ‘to comprehend-- hfanrs and 
litcle childsen : They have a paflive capacity, which is enough to receive'that 
|. Grace and Bench which we conceiv is reached:forth tothem in that Sacrament: 
And what is that ? Not fiuch a fulnefs of Grace, or the Habits ther-of; as may be 
_ by chem who have formerly been prepared by thie Ditcipline and: infor- 
mation ofthe Word: Butiracher and feminall Grace, that feed of God, 
wher-of the Scripture {fpeaketh, Pet.1«23. 1 Fob.3.9. The-which doth-not pre=_. 
fappofe Grace in the Heare, but is it (elf the feed rootof Faith, and all other 
aftuall Graces whatfoever. To men and women converted by the Word, and 
then coming to Baptifin,viz. To Cornelius, Lydia. we beleey that 
Baptifm doth (as to érabam did convey a fupereaddition uf 
further Grace: to what they had formerly received in and the Wotd': ‘But to 
their children, Baptifin conveyeth (as did Cireumcifion to Ffase ) the bepinoing 
andfitft feeds of Gtace3\ Aad conf equently ‘callech for no previous difpofitions 
‘and preparations in che Recipient : only a capacity not Crofs«barted with 
obftinacy and infidelity. Ic is the property of preventing Graces to be ‘the firtt 
“mover in the Heart, and to make way for it sown Tsithié: acknows 
_ ledged to be done int che minittry of the Word apon'the Parents (a5 it is faid of 
Cornelivis and Lydia’) and (hall ic em unreafonable to gtant it to be-done by 
this firft Sacrament in their children # For why ? Did weicanceiv the Spirit (who 
isthe chief Agent and efficient working in and-by the miniftry of the Word and 
‘operation and 4ffiftance, they ate but'as enapty 
| and edglefstools ) the Spirit I fay did we conceiv-hitn working only asa 
MoralbAgent, to ftand and knock, as only ready and willing to en- 
ver if che loor be opened; to proffer’ Gracey if man will fectiy it Then were it 
reafon indeed to requi re Beith in:Children no lef than inicheir Parents : But it is 
Mot fo: conceiv civ the Baptifihg of Infatits" working’ Naturall, ot 
rather:as 2 {apersnatmrall Agent, viz. opetiiig the door and entring; ay 
Was 


Add this s alfo: That inthe Baptifing of chev alt 
without Faith. Thet is peefippoted the Faith of the Patents And this fafficeth 
the Infanx for Baptiftn, yea, forthe Grace and Beriefic’ of that Sacra 
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Regeneration? To the obtaining of which, why may not theF aith-of the Parent 
fufce ? In the of ‘Nature. which he brou 
world is not aétive words, nordeedsa¢aint 
thelaw : and therfore callethfor no perfenall Act of Gracete remove the Guilt 
ther-of. Guilty he is and polluted, but guilty only by i'uputation, and polluted, 
- nopby any conitncof his ownsbowby) the actiof 

thersviz, of his Parents sols any wonder | that ‘the Quanto magie prakiberi nom 
jmputation of anothers faith, fhould: procure’ for him 

Remifsion and removall of that which comieth by the aden 
imputation of anothers a& ? That ashe fianed in ano- tus: qui advemiffaim peccato- 
ther, fo he may be'faid to beltey-in another? Here is then accipiendam hee ipfo fa- 
the equity of Gods proceedings; that what Malady and ced. t, 
milchief was contracted withourhié will, fhall becured 
and retnedyed without him, and any a&t.of his: Ic is by pla.59. 
the ordinance and infitution of God that the guile of: 
Adams wang reffion is imputed to ghe Infany, and the Corruption of Nature pro- 
pagated And it is by-the:Ordinance of God, thatthe Guiltofchat fin is. remic- 
ted,and a Remedy againft Nativedifeafe provided: and:both thele are done 
in and. upon the Infant, without any concurrence of his own.will, And as by the 
_ agtof the Parents; corruption of Nature is propagated (their act itis, tho noc 

voluntary in them:) So by the aét.of the Parencs( «in this it is a voluntary. act ) 
by Faith laying hold upon the Promiféof God in that Sacrament is obtained for 
_ the Infant, and beftowed upon 

‘root and {pring of future holines and righteoufres, a3 the other was the root and 
fpaun of wickednes and. profanefs. 0b. Icis faid, That every man muft live 
his own faith,notbyanothers. Sol.By bis faithindeed it is {aid chat the jaf 
live,Hab.24.Icis not faid, by this isnorinthetext.of the Prophets 
Nor doth the text fpeak fimply of the Benefir it felf gained by Faith, but of the 
Pre~affurance ther-of= No pre-afforance of Salvation ‘but by Paith: ‘But’ this 
doth not prove, That by his faich the Parentmay not obtain forvhis child’this 


benefit of Baptifin, the Remedy for that Malady. . We read in the Golpell, That 


woman of (Canaanobrained mercy for her daughter: man for his 


tick fonn,the Centurion for his-fervantithe friends and neighbours for the Palfie- . 


fick man. Which inftances have been alleged by Divines to manifeft this point. 
in hand, viz, The Benefit ‘of Baptiim obtained for the 
child by the Faith ofthe Parents.: That:nove ‘of Rems- towira Catheter. 
gine is:;worth the noting. Shefaith notAelpmy dauphe sepmig 
ter, but help me, and bave mercy on me: and fo Mar.g. » Remigiuson Matiyg-a1. 
23.«The father of the Eunatick faith, Zf thaw canft do any 


‘into the 


him the Grace of Regeneration- This ‘to be the -. 


Calvin: Harmen on Ma2.9- 


thing have compaffion and.belp ws. He puts himfelf’in as a Co-partner of 


het 
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Moderate Anfwertothe @ueftion, - 
dischilds mifery,. Say che fame here. Itisia mercy co the Father that he 
vailforhisichildy who ifherdo rightly undetftand himfelf fuffereth in his child 
gea,notionly by the:way of feeling the friare and punifh-. 
qment of himielfr:And therfore Hath need to fre unto God for the Removing’ of 
shave punifhment which lyeth upon himfelf;in hischild. Yea, he hath this reafon 
tochallenge it at the hand of Godby the prdyer of Faith, thar fo: he may obtain 
the falnes ofthe Profhife made td tlic faithful amthe Covenant ‘of Grace. Infants 
‘gre part of their Paterits sSo that the promife of Grace mentioned in the Cove- | 
nant betwixt God and the Faithfull; Gen.17.is not ratified tothe whole Parenc, 
except alfo ie doextend to his Infants.Sochen,it is the Faith of the Parent laying 
hold the Promife which qualifieth his Infanefor the Grace ahd good effed of 
yetmore: Thistexton which the Argument was Mat.t9. 
cometh yet neerer tothe point ; For firlt, the blefling of Chrift which the Parents 
S = fought and found for their children , was not terminated in an externall and cor- 
porall Beriefic, as per-adventure it might be geplyed touching chofe: former In- 
ftancess Doubdlels the Bleffing of Chrift excended to theigood of their fouls s and 
procured by the'Faich ofthe Parents without any concurrence of Faith inthe 
5 Infants. I will not per-emptorily affirm it : But probable enough it is;that thee 
Parents having been by Fohus Baptifin direSted to Chrift; .when they knew hini, . 
theit children to Him to receiv further bleffing from him, yever that 
which Joba told.chem hecould not give, but: they muftexpeS it'from another, 
even from Clirift.’ Next it may be worth the noting :: That our Saviour faith, 
Saffer little children te come unto mee. To come, not, Tobe brought ;. The a& of 
the Parent is reputed the aft of the child : That none may deride the faying of the 
Ancient, Credit in alio fieut peccavit in alie, He beleeveth and cometh to Chrift 
in and by his Parent, as formerly he had fianed in the 
Corollary ToConclude'this firft Argument, Since by chat text of. our Blefled 
Saviour, wehave. ground to believ, That Infants prefented to him are accep- 
Sihce, what perfons might be brought to him, may be’ prefenced to his 
Ordinance ;-There being no barr put ia by any word of Chrift to keep them 
H © ofy Nay more, Since the Faith of the Parent doth lay:hold upon the promife 
Gtace not only for himfelf, but for his Infants; yea ther is ground to believ 
| » _. the jmpuration of the Parents faith to the Infant; I conclude ther is fufficienc 


~ 


ground in Scripture to warrant Parents to prefent their Infants. to this Ordi- 
Manee,and that with expeftation to-obcain the Grace and: Benefit: of the 


fame. 
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| giound doa the word of our | 
whom they fhould convert to che Faith, 


eotntnended is Obfervation enjoyned hath {peciall ceference to mat- 
ters of Difeipline fpr tht 


Ordering and: Goveyninient: of the Churches and 
‘Affemblies of Which he’ infteu&ted his ‘no: keffe than ia 


matters Of Faith and DbSrine, as ic is'evident out of 4, 102. where ismention 
made of fome which Chrift gave to’ his: Apoftlés 
things pertaining to'the Kingddm-of God, Andi is nolefsevident: by 
fapes in thé New ex:grsCorsi 1.2). 2: 
thi were delivered to the Churches, and” p to the’ Minifters 
ther-of which Were hot then‘commicted to’ but delivered to 
 Hand,called therforeTradstions Thele were hot mattets of Doctrine, efpecially not 
Articles of Faith ( Nogtie futh do we acknowledge but whatare delivered and fer 


in the wri the Holy. A and E } But matters of Dif 
cipline, and of good order in the Thefe Ordinances fecetipiari® 
practifed by th’appoinetment of the A pofiles, are equivalent in:Authority to whit 


Cheidt him Fhath immediatly ordained, Hence that of St. Cor. 

Confequently a Ground on which Conftienice may by 
St chat ther- itt it not ‘Gods Of the whi 
 ifreading that of 3.16, wenote what is the Q.uueftion, and 

folution. The:Q ueftion is, Whether it were indifferent for men and women to 
_ becovered or not covered in the Chatch-affemblies as they lifted: St. Paa/{aith 
No; it is not: but the Men muftdo and the Women fo: Now faith he, If any 
man be contemiont if he will fly*contend againft all reafon thar 
thing is indifferent, and fo he may in this his own’ liberty? “What then 2 

why faith he, no Cuftome, nor the Clurches of Gods The 
ftome of the Church which is eftablifht mu over-rule ‘mens’ froward fancies; 
‘and Rand for a:law to quiet the con{Cience of him tharis willinig’to -be: fatisfied. 
‘So then the Cuflomes of the Church ordained by the 'Apofles are'a Ground of 
fatisfaGtion. ‘Nor are they therfore in chemifelves lef 'becanfe-chey 
are not mentioned in the text of Scripture, as prefcribed by the’ Apofties, «if yet 
itmay appear that fromvthem they fetch cheir fit Originally It is noceheswri- 

ting thatgiveth things their Authority; but the worth See Hooker : Ee 
and credit of Him that delivereth them,tho but by word: Belin 
and lively ‘voice onely. ‘Mote certainty us-ward Field 
mentioned ed bythe Evatipelits | 


ye 
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8 A 
yet how known to bé his by the Allegation of St.Pawl, 4%,20.35- That Pro- 
phecy of Enoch, Jude 14. were lefs authentick truths be- 
far Apoftdlicall.Cuftomes Thofe mentior 
nediitliché Soriprare havea mere waquettioned Castajary than Traditions, Bur, 
Authority: Weisheriis thisco fercnp- Tradition { asdo the Papiff; 
coche prejadict-of che Becaule we admicngné for. A; which 
to which.maynotby goodrcaton-from fome 
think emei for Apoftolicall.. ¥ou,fee whiches 
For make way for this That if the Bapeizing « Infants may 
bd one: of thofe Apoftoli¢all Tradiions, ong of thefé Church- 
inthe Churches accgeding, to she: Commande. 
Ohrift Then Ground Scaipture. to jwaprapt the ule 
and pra Rife of in Andsho-cher bene mention of inthe text of. 
tochave been ordained by th: Apoftles, nd led she Chu 
even from the dayes of the Apoltles, why fhould iaainhe-ocknon edged to be - 
_ the bominandenient of:Chrift, end. fo Ground, for, upon. 
Wil >Bat:{cyou wilh fay) how may. it apgear tahave been a.cuftome of the 
C@hurchesotdained by‘ the Apoltles? Here. it: may be worth our-Oblervation : 


be 
Thavthe pateedn and prefidens from. whence moft (if not all”) of chem.was:aken, 
was thecultome of Hracl in the Ou eftament ¢ is 
vealon, why the Prewidence of God did not take fo 
Tenple touch care for the writing of evesy Cuftome and Ordi- 
nance for the Governmens of che Church» Affemblics in 
dangerof Corruption in them agin.poinss of Doctrine: 
| the Prefident from whence they were sake bein gat 
hand, ihanyraberration did creep ia, it mighteafily be amended by reducing it to 
who gatrtell,, wheshes the wildous of Goddid not hereby 
provide to uphold the credit of che Churelt of and. the-Authority of the 
Writings of -AZofes and the Prophets againit the. frowardnes of fpme who were 
bu soeape and ready to shen: That the liatitutions of Gad by 
Goutch of the Pastern for, the Apoltolicall, Traditions which 
~ forthe ‘Difipline and Order to be obferved, in the Chriftian 
; It will-appear more. evidently if we conGider, that the fubjot 
"Mater of, thefe Orders Times, Places, Peclons, and! the jike.. which 


by the Commandementiof Chait ecled fach Rules. ag were 
anc to What had ‘been formerly. in..the Church of ch That we might now: 


“thac no better Orders for the Churth can bedevifeds than fach as in Conformsty to 
of tbe Old T efteomens may 
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divers-parcieulars which fhobld-be in: the Ghriftian Chuyches are 


de in Phtefes takeirfrom the Church of Lael? Seethele tests: 
13+ laid, Without ta the. time of Truth and 


Grace, Becaule, as fome jadiciall wes ‘were peculser and to 
“thar Age dfthe fvorld, and foitidy mor be! naw takert imo .che Seetutes ofthe. 
Common-wealth Sofome Eéclofafticall Rites were! peculiar.tothat Age of the. 
Church, and may not now betaken into the (Canons ‘of the Chriltian Church 
tho othets may, which are more morall, and fo more % Inthe 
Old Tettament cher:was feven be a Day of Holy 

-acime fob che Affemblies and Conrocations inerting together for the warks 
of Piety and Devotion. ‘Indmitation whereof th’ A pofties -by. the ‘Diredtion , of 
our Blefled Saviour confectated th of the week’ to the fame. ends and 
ules, and gaveit that honourable name’ which it beareth* Lords Day. 


Then for Places Tirael shad chéir 
knoweth not that-evern in th’Apolt 
Affeniblicsté meet ia;aad eventiien beganito edi 
Hrael had thofe who were fect apart to the ferviceof ‘the Altar ard the Temple : 
Accotdingly che Apoftles ordained in feyerall Churches certain Elders, men: fete 


les timnes:ther. were: places fett\apary forthe 


Synigogues befide the. Temple : And who 
be dalled Sofor Penfans 


apart and feparated to'the work and office of ttie Miniftey,. who by .that.folema 


and Geremonyof their Ordigatiowmightbeknown acknow to 
sedeivftom God a fpetiall defignation tb thatfiunGion, from Whictt. they’ right: 
not return to fecularempl ts and the cares of che world. ‘The maintenance 
dinatiee of the Old Teftament, ‘And. whether the fubordination -of 
¢ in the Miniftery to otherin-thefanseOudePwere not likewife an Apofto- 
Zaftitucion appointed byChrift;:and this fo feouw : pattern’ of 
CMofes, difputenot, But this no queftion will ‘be acknowledged 
That the Cenfires ofthe Church That giver ta te 
haw to in the exechtion of chof Ceniares -That Efay-were recei~ 
fromi and that noronlpby the flofiles apy othting them; 
but alfo by 8:15. Phag:the: Liberty. which women 
have cocometa the Table of the Lord pwledged & ‘Tradition .af she 
Apofilestaken from the Pattern ofthe Pafsqver.: Nay yee more; The. Cuflome 
ofthe Apoftles baptife che whol houfhalds of them ‘that béleevedjand-that im- 


to the Faith OP Chrift;: whence they fhould-have it; except from: chat like paktera 
and Prefidenc inthe Old Teftament Abrabaw citcumcifing allthe Malesia 
his houfe, thacvery day in-which theLord-thade a Covenant with ‘him, andthe 
Tract who didthe myle-children and 


of the Maftes of the family, and dis fubl¢tiption 


oymen 
nto be ordained of the Lord in confarmity tothe Ore 


4 


» 
bad 
‘ 
. a 


chey Botphit ‘with their’ money: + ‘Whence-I fay chat. Cultome fhould 
except from this prefident, fee That they did fo ig evident by the 
their Aéts, and-being done by them we doubt not of the lawfulnes : N 
Lition had they for'lt that is recorded : This Ground of Conformity to the Par- 
sere OF the Old Teftamenit we find in others, and therfore conclude this alfo ; 
thei The fffite of all returns tothis textv Why this Rule fhould hold ia 

and only fail in this: point of Infants, I leav for 

them to give a reafoh, who know what difference chet is betwixt reafon and.ab- 
firdity. Efpecially fince it is plain enough’ by. the Teftimony of the Ancients 
tn on typride, this alfo- was. Cuftome eftabl Apoftles.. 
shay der of The Breviatof.all this difcourf is this : Every 

the Commandement of Chrift is to be obferved, 
doh De Infants-Baptifm is che Commandemenc 
contra Donati. cap.23. And in: of Chrift Every Apoftolicall In is, the 
big Commandement of Chrift : Infants Baptifm is an 
Speaking ofthe $9 “Apoftolicall -Infticution (therfore. The Major is 
“proved; (or: 1435. and 14.37. and mutt be: ac- 
sntibus Baptifandis, faich, | 
 Beatus non diguod deere. except we would {ufpe& them of falf 
condensnovum fea Reclefe “and faithlefs dealing: The Minor is acknowledged 

dem firmiflimam Jovensad by the Ancients And cher is greac_ reafon, for it; 
 becaufe it doth (as do the ref of che Rules for Or- 
baprifandem natim’ vite Set and Difcipline deliveted to the Church ) carry 
com fie in-its face and fore-head the ftamp of Chrilts Or- 
cops cenfisit. — dinances, viz, the: Pattern. of the 
Sathem; To them who thinkchey may triumph in that’: Argument: produced 
againft Infants Baptifin : That, it being prefuppofed that the Teftament of Chrift © 
is fo perfetts and: he fo faichfull, that nothing:ought to be pra@uled of Chriftians, 
which isnot chereia warranted either by Precept, on Patyern :-And it, being aflu- 
shier is ncither Precept Patteim, forithis. Cuftome > Therfore it may 

Bot beprattiled,.To we feerwhat Anfwet may be 
IwTothe Major, Flourifhed with thar textof Heb.3.8.6.%s Alofes : So Chrift 

‘wasfaithfull? Nay more, asa fervant, but Chriftas a Sonn; And 

<therforeyhis Teftament as perfe2, nay more perfeSt than that of True 
_ indeed ; But know-wenot, chat the fairhfiiloes of a man'in his office istobemeas 
fured according:to the inteat end fcopt lof OFice impofed In which if he fail 
and faulcer, then is he unfaithful’; if hot, -then is he not unfaithfull: cho he: look 
‘notte other things, ex.grs The Minifter may be faithfull, tho he meddie not with 


. 
| 


‘A Modtiate Anfwerté the Oueficen, 
£ 
| 
@ 
a 
| 
| 
| 


Spirit, So then, what was the office of Adefes ? and what of Chrift ?-The Office of 
Mofes wasto the Common- wealthsand the Nationall; Church of, Ifrael :- 

The Office of Chrift was to make Reconciliation betwixt. God and man,to work. 
out the. Redemption of Mankind. It was fitt thac Adofes fhoult fete down parti- 
cular-laws for the Common-wealth, and Ordinances for the Church; Neither of | 
thefe did pertain co the Office of Chriff ; yet by his Apoftles and their fucceffors . 

in feverall Agesdoth he provide whatfoever.is neceflary for the welfare and good : 
order of the Church of the New Teftament : But in his own perfon, and by him-- 
felf he eftablifhed the Covenant of Grace, ordained the Seals ther-of, fett upa : 

Miniftery, gave cothem the word of life andfalvation, and pointed to them a 

-patrern for good Order and Government, and fo was faithfull in his-houfe ase - 

Sonn, and worthy of more honour than Afofes. ThisfortheMajor.. 

2. Tothe Minor : We grant, That neither Precept nor.Pattern formall aad- 
explicite is co be foundin the books of the New Teftament for Infants baptifing, 
4.¢. There is no Precept that {aith,Goand baptile Infants ; no more is ther any ~ 
Precept to baptife Women. nor to-obferv.the Lords day Chrifian Sabbath: 

Ther isnovext that faith, The Children: and. Infants-ef this:or-that man, were - 
baptifed ; Nor is cher any text chat faith, Such 2 woman Was adchitted to the Ta-. 

ble of the Lord. But we fay, that both Precept and Pattern virtuall and. implicit - 
anay be found to. warrant it, The which if found is notto be negletted.., 


» Here we pitch upon the continuation of the Cuftome in Iitael to prefenttheir - 

Infants to the Sacrament of initiation, and we frame the Argument.chas. What 

was inflicuted in the Old Teftament, and notrepealed in the New, nor. is any 
ncompatible with the ftateof the Church in the New Téftament, that is 
ftopd to be continued, and commended. to the 


way i 
pers | actié of the Chriftign 
‘Church But that Infants (hould be initiated and admitted into Covenant of 
_ Grace by a Sacrament, was commanded in the Old Teftament, neither is it re 
pealed in the New, nor incompatible with the Rate of che New Teftament(ther- 
fore.) Thatit.is nor: is henceconfirmed, Becaufein the Subficution of - 
‘that new Sacrament ef-Initiation, rher.is no particular exception taken againft - 
Tafants, ( as before was noted in che firft on That ic is not incompati- 
ble with the ftate of the Church in the New Teftament is thus further confirmed. . 
Infants of Chtiftians are as capable of prefeat incorporation .into Chrift, 
and of admiffzon into the Covenant of Grace,as were the infants of the Jews: - 
. And if.fo,, who {hall barr chem ( whom God hath not barred fromthe Seal of. 
the Covenant... 2. The Infants of Chrifliens have as mich need of the Commin- 
_nion and Participation in the Covenant of: Grace as had the Infants of the Jews : : 
theis Parents much need ofa Ground of cornforr, a¢ 


2 


~ 


Precept Virinall and implicit, 


“iéfits therdf as 
Path provided fo well as forthe other: If He hath’ nor; how hath 
AGrate abounded inthe New Teftament, whien this particular it is: 


maketh need of thie Covenint of the ‘Be: 


of Jewith Infants! If fo? Who fhall chink that-God 


hein that, which Gud hath provided for them ? © 


That the Thfants of Chriftians are as proved: 
ly: And what is thac? Ther be who u 
‘children are Holy indeed, but how ? - As the wifenot otherwife, visi. As the is 
‘fandtified to the ufe of her Husband, fo the children tothe ufe of their Parents: 
ith notof the wife, She is fanttified 
or of the’ children ic is as of 
Ye, Holy; which is ‘more full,-and 
with this: That the children are {aid 
Holy, becaufe, Notwithftanding the difference of Religion in the Parents, yet the 
levitimare, “This i$ further of that the fur mer; Norean ic tandyei- 
uppoted, THat'all the children of Heathens are ill 
former can fland without this Deing prefuppoled 
‘wife, nor children of Pagans are fanctified to their ‘Wherfore; ther is. 
ching left, but that they are faid to be Holy, by the Holines of the Covenant, and 
fandtified with a federall fanétification : The which isfo much the more mani- 
at the pretence of them, who did re~ 
ity, Was fear, left the’ infidelity of the wife 
fhould deprive the Husband of his intereft in the Covenanc of Grace’ which hée 
had that his fhould retid himof ( asdid 
the Beleévers: thould fo fasc 
iés difo'after a fort--within the 
nftified and accounted as one in- 
_ terreffed in the Covenant by the Husband : His seafonis, ‘becatife otherwie 
children of fich fhould be Vuclean:or alti 
‘venant, wher-as now th cy aréHoly; ‘te. Heits of thie Covenant,” and adasicced 
‘For this is Worthy 
b the Corinths would have been fo wilfalito doubt of chisMedium, 
ument of St. Paal : whatis ther to convince the Gainfayer, but 
of Tfrael continiied jn ‘the Chriftian Churches;viz, That the 
one beleeving Parent aré admitted to' the Seals-of the Govenanc. | 
fed; elfe doch che Argument fall‘to the grout 
ar it refteth upon the “Authority of th’Apoftles 
it down'asa 


But they falfifie rhe texe : For the 


witt: 
‘more emphaticall, fhifcit 


than 


felt, becaufe ita 


uidjate their wives 


their in fldeli 


the Sina of Fethication. 

this, and [hew 
ponderace and prevail as tp tive the oth 
Covenant, Sothat the uabeleevin 


denyeth this 


the Seals ther-of. 


of Necefiity be prefir 
wit felf, To fay,” 
hot fiifficierie 


both 60 Beleevers, and to their Infants : Bue if Whio thal forbid | 


vd ‘al, Nc 


anblified, but th 


thecontext, 


be det 


chat 
Poh the text. and fay, That 


‘Phat | 


barred front the Co- 


$ 
q 
| 
| 
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Bririgs ic.inas a thas former point And we knows thatthe 
Realon of 2'Rofttion is alway Preluppoled, ating eclded and con- 
4asThat the Infantsof, reed of in the 
as had:the Jewith Lnfancss is chence confirmed : Becaule, Faas 
which se thasE flef Natural correption’ is common. ‘to alle Why 
wa®Circumcifion ordained, but thac ther-by. che Uncircumeifion of the. Heart. 
might be taken away : that the Corruption of Nacure might. bee: ciired) and the 
fromthe Hrael of God ThatAbrakan by 
apprehending che promife of God aight thersin have. a Ground of. 
himfelf in: refpe&t of his Sonn,véz, That tho he had begotten hisown like~ 
nefs, and had been aimtean to convey unto him the Guiltand Fikhsof Original 
‘finn : yet now by the mercy of God, he was provided of a Remedy for that Ma- 
lad y of his child, and ufing that Sacrauens is Faith he tight aflare 
him(elfehatthe Remédy. (sould prevail againfi the Malady.: And: is not this. 
Ground of comfort needful alfo for. Chriftians? Surely they are deceived, who 
either deny the tion of origimail finn to Infants ; or dream of any Univer- 
fall Demolition of it by the Death of Chrift without the partienlar tion 
_ of his Blood by the Sacrament of the Gofpell. fuch no 
fuch Guile in our Infants, how cometh it to paf Is ther any | 
for Death in Mankind, wher ther iso Baral? alts decay 
by reafon of their naturall now that finn it wil which 
brought Death upon Adém and his Poftéticy » Where ther is no finn inherent, 
- Death can claiw no intereft in that party: ‘Wher Death feizeth upom man; we 
muft not deny finn, forme fin ther muh ba: Adtuall, cher ig none in thefe Infants. 
Not yet have they finned after the Simittude of Adams tran{gre(fion,viz. by li- 
_ Gening to the Tentation of Satan ; and therforeit is Originall Guilt andcorru 

tion which is in them If the Difeake be its their Nature ; Is ther not need 

the Infants of Ghriftians? Isther 2 Remedy provided a ground of 
comfort for their Parents, and fhall ir be denyed, and 
Objettion. The forte of this think to elade by denying Cir- 
cumcifion to bea Seal of the Covenant of Grace, and confequently 
againft chat originall wher-of we {peak : We 
Elogie of it, Ram.4. 11. The A 


no 
that honourabie 
it, 4 Seal of the Righteon{ucs of 
Faith : They an{wer, it wasa {eal of Abratems Faith, notin the Promife of the 


Meffiah, and Covenant of Grace, butin the promife of a Newmecrous Off- 
fpring, That he frould be the Farber of many Nations. This was (fay they) that 
part of Gods with: which was fealed 


y 
‘ 


Dees prima illins fuiffe appen 


— 


gms 


‘1 Tie othe Tid 
plirale peculiar to by which is intimated not the Fathi 
 boethe Benefic ther-of. The phrate is equivalent to, and to beexpounded by thac: 
of 10.6. The R by Rams 
The Ged. Both which? are °fained in. 
Thi of Gal which joby: Faith and thetby is 
imputed Righteoufaes which God beftoweth on Belceversfor'their Juftification: 
This benefit God having be(towed upon Gal tc up w His afters; 

which istherfore ca isFaith,but the) 
“Seabofthe Righveouthes, Juiftification which coaieth by Faichrand not by: 
poiat of ignorance, is id diyoyni ing which 
enghendt so be dil’ joined,zs. the Covenant of Grace, a the Promife of a 

Aprings.Is ic: not evident that in 7. 
7 weil; oveRnant 
Every mancbild be circumeifed. Wt hy fhould Cire 
be fo the Premileof a Numerous of-fpring, when the text 
not reftrein it? Ifany reply, ‘Thatin wher the ‘of 
which: eApoftle alludech, cheris‘only mention madeofa: 
at whatfoever promifes God did’ give to Abra- 
were A ices’ of that firft promife 
im‘? and numerous: 
dices. cum sudiret s by Faith received as fruit: of that. 
- onlyporina the children of the Promif alfo? And 
bowelme be the Father of bur by Faith inthe C 
- eCanclude( therefore Tas wath Scalofthe Grace; 
MRemédy of that Dif-cafe which is derived from Father toSonn by Propage- 

> toh: Which being in the Poftericy of Beleeving Chriftians no lefsthan‘in the 

of Belceving Jewés 1c followeth that thefe have as need as ‘the 

4 other : And. being fHely by virtue of their Parents incereft in the Covenant, are as 

ofthis Benefit as theather were. Confequently that the implantation 

into that Myfticall Body of Chrift by a Sacrainent is not incompatible 
the Chucch in the New Teftanent, 


| 
| 


- 


repealed by Chrilt ahd his That ther is & P 
Vircsalhand And tho'ic be noc faid in cecms,Go, and, 
feevers ahd their Children, yer in that'it isfaid),Circumeife them, their’ Baptifm | 
muth themore Becaufeit will appear chat’ ther is al for the. 
‘This is in the Baptifing of whole Families upon the comverfion ofthe Matters 
ther-of, The Whole Houthotds of Cornelius, and others were bap- 
@ifed : To faysthacin them ther: might be no'children:,- becaufe mone ape metitio- 
ned, is to fpeak againftiall fenfe- and rea fon., As well may. Gid ther no 
fervants, and/fo make up Family of: I know not how few... What. fy we te 
chofe ‘fouls mentioned, 4éts gwhich were,addedto the Church in 
ont day: [sit probable that the Sermon, ‘and converted . 
to the Faith by that’ Sermon, ic being in a’ private Houle? Js it not diore proba~ 
the’ Men being préfenc and ¢anverteds sheirRamilies — 
be'baptieds which chey mightwell do, besaufethey heard Petér fay 
Promifeis madeto you and to, pour So thatthe. totall foosme men, 
‘women and children might be Some-fuch thing, doubelefs inti- 
mated in ‘that coithat inche ftory of 
487.14. Albthat came with. Jacob; were 70. fenls, Souls,i.e 
__-petfons, men; 'Wwomenyand childrens And doubricis the comrie'gnd practice 
of the was anfwerableco:that if; the. Covenant 
made with Abraham, but he circuascifech;all the; Males in his houle both youns — 
and eld : So doubtlels, No fooner is the Covenant;ofi Grace ratified betwixe 
ing Parents by'Baprifn; but che Houfhold is alfo acteuh- 


™ 


rt 


4 


. 


-Chriftand the Beleev 
Help and forbaptiteds St.Rerer faid'tothem in’ he 
‘you ana toon? children, The did ‘St.Paul preach’ 
Gentiles when they:wer€convertéd, that they might know large bouaty of 
+ Geéd'to them and theirs in the Covenant of Grace : Aad how fhould. they con- 
fire thisto them buc by.beptifing their childsen.2, Take away this;andyowleav 

“Open widega pp itoan which not eafily anfweréd they tight 
you usof the Grate Chrift,of the fuper-abuiidante 
of that'Gtacdy Do wenot the contrary 2 This is nothing anfwergble, to shat 

They by their Faith receiveda Benefic for sheir child 

théir fervants. Noor fo here may, be the better 

for Burdur children cemain as,chey were, fteangers.to che 
“antl! A poftle go reply » Nay, but che Promile ja to you 

when they comete belecy they allomay Be adimutted: 

“How mighrthe ObjeSor-re; oin towhat greas priviledge is this may 
“thie very’ Fenithen, all:tha Care aface of, beleeyy Lf this be all shat 
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woreahily und 
a door 


a fition of this Cu 


wher it may be had, wee have'no ground of Faith beldev chat-the S pirit. will 


avoid the Popith Tenet, touching the abfoluce 
And it may be confirmed for Truth, out of the Texe it {elf if we 
well, and wpow what occafion the words ‘were 
Upon ‘of bie timeroutnes Dittiple of Chrift, he was 


childitén, motwithQandiny our Faich dre it no better condition than. 
felves;’ Nothing as the children of the Jews: Atd 
che preat boaft of Grace falls to che ground. Thus we {ee 
Reafon to acknowledgethis Guttome of baptifing Intancstix be warranted 


h 
by Precept and Pattern, tho not formall and explicite ; yet vircuall and implicit ; 
And that with fo great light ahd evyidenet from Soripeare; that greacer in chat 


Before 1 procted'to afi other Argument: Let me improve thisfurther, 
That atid PraBile of the Church may well be prefumed tobe Apollo. 
ficall, which is fo confonatit the texe of Scripture, thar it doth readily illuftrate 


the and Spenech déorof fight to waderftand the fame: Such is the Cue 


Rosie of Infarics Baptifed ‘therfore. That which being granted giveth light : and 
which ‘being denyed doth leave the textiunder fuch a cloud ‘of obicurity that it is 

oodshow ‘it may pafsifor Truth? This mult be granted to upen 
fight to underftand thetextof Scripture. ‘Now then, iuppofe this A& 
calily feehow 3000. foulsmay be added 


of the Apoltles baptifing 


wothe Chath in one-day, riot wich Serinon were ina privat houte: 


We fee how St. Peter might confirm their Beleefin this, The Promife is made to 
on, ana te'your children : even the Promife of fuper-abundant Grace : We fee 


St.Paal might urpe this, yowr children are Eoly: Bur take away the fuppo- 


fKquently : icis more than probable, chateventhis Cuftome of Baptifing Infants 

was infticuted and ordained in the Churches by th’ Apoftles : and that according 

to the commandement of pes | 
allthathath been fayd thacof St,.4m- 
fitutio dicentis, quis Who ; che law of 
lege pracantum, wa nstus circumcifed, (hal be cut off frombis people : and the 


evr, SunSion of our Saviour : Except a man bee born 


¢xteymimaréiur anima ejas de populo 


agaimef water, and of the Spirit, he canmot enter in- 
torke kingdome of God. Thacthis téxtiisto be un- 

Gerftoad'of Baptifm;as.a mean and caufe of Rege- 
principall-as the Spirit s:yet fo infrumentall co the Spirit, that 


‘Work without it : This is Tfay the conftanc and confentient judgement of all the 
ts, and moft of otir modern Divines ; Some few only ex who to 
of Baptif, did flyto.a 


willing 


enzws. To 


anda noneor txts dre io Galte to be underliood. Cone 

i 
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| 

pi 

‘ 

Not fo 
| 


i} -. Covenant of Grace at Baptifm ? Is ther any text of Scripture that hath 


but sit y by pt im is the com- 
ground fufficient to keep 


fants from 
this Ordinance ? (I ay) which may fecure. the of not 
having finned a fouls of out Infants, if by our default they dy without 
this feal of and {0 loof the Benefit ther-of ? Have Infants 
need of Chrift, and the Application of his Blood for che walhing their fouls from 
finn ? Is cher any Hope of pha without Chrift ? Is ther any other way re- 
vealed ,by whic in Chrift, bueby his. Ordinances 2. Is cher 
any other Ordinance’by which Infants may be made tee of Chriftand the 


orily barred cheis Admittance ? Ot is sherahy thing’ requi ded of them that 
be baprifed, che want wher-of may be a barr to Infants Thou doubtelt, 
ther is no text that mentioneth either Precept or Pattern, and withrope 
cext, thou darefi not venture: Tis well : But when ther is {uch fearfull fentence, 
that runns in fuch generall terms as doth cothprehend Infants alfoz and the Dan- 
ger of Omiffion is fo great Ake thou not more cautelous on the fafer fide? 
Why doft thou not aswell call for'a dite&t text to barrthem ?ora dire*¥Reafon 
from Scripture, which may be equivalent? Is ther any text that faith, None ma 
be baptifed, that do not Beleev ? or that faith Infants for ‘want of Adtuall fai 
may tot be baptifed? Doeft thou not fee Infants Circumeifed yea bycommand- 
ment ? Doeft thou not hear che text that faith; Children ave Holy? And are ther 
. fo many Probabilities that by th’Apoftles chemfelves Infants were baptifed ? 
And wilt thou rather hazard the foul of thy child, than lay hold upon the. Cove 
 mant for thy feed, nay for thy felf? and that only upon a fear, and a doubcof une 
_ lawfulnes, yea (ich a doubt that hath no furer ground either in or 
fon to countenanceit, than the contrary tefoliition? Ds: 
is then the Cafe if thefe p rove goa a5 
fis nce : Then thou prefenting thine Infant co 
thou haft faved thy {elf and thine Infant 
ingend keepi of, thou finnelt spain’ thine own foul and his alfo= Again, 
abe ‘yet haf thou not wronged thine: Ja- 
fant, nor thine own felf Becaufe, upon fuch probabilities ate next door to ap 
‘Bvident Demonftratioti; thon haft done that which is intended for the G of. 
God of the Infant. Thou haft not tranfgreffed againft any Pre- 
honor any light of Réafon which might juftly with-hold thee from orga 
‘ing'the Good of of in this Ordiaance." 


"That ther is fufficient: ‘Ground ib 


sign: the Actulati 


his «to this Sactament’ of Initia. 
9 uch for he it ion. As wis bets 


ther.and make up,pae Congregation ; whe 
the wile, Hor any, difference. put Holp.and 


are Elect or Reprobate, Sincere orHyppctiticall =; butsin re(pest of 
copveriations, 4n.their Calling and Profeffion holy or profanc. 
fich as fe(s not: shemfcives. in. with God, by jo 
so, of his Ortuchs. who having formerly had 
of Religion; and deferw pg be Gparaved from the, Society. ofthe Saints, 


tar 


: of 
vie be fauct out and, their. prefence do. 


Propane. Now.hele g ogdand badd, vile, are 
hatte be.seckoned in of zhein{pisiquall effate toward God» | 
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the T able. of the Lord. Thisis.evidentenough” — 
No ancircumeifed might eat of the Paflover: Norany perfon unbapriled 
“be the Lords Supper, how, morally righteous foever:he bee. TheRea- 
her-ofis, Becaufe, None may be received into the Communion. and. fellow= 
of che ene of then,.that defire..co-Jay 
‘hold othe. Hope of Brernall lifeby the Mean and Mediation of Cheift,inwhorm 
lone is founded the Covenant of Grace. JNovw'this Profeffion is; by fubmitting — 
himfelf to che Sattamentof Henceic isthat our. Blefled Saviour: hath 
joined thefe two He that beleeveth, and, ban ifed, As.none ubbapri- 
fed iSo-notalll thavare baptiled. Children fo foomas they be abléte leara mut 
 betaught; and by teaching be ficeed to Lords Body .before:they-bead- 
mitted to Of old, Tiraei muft infruS their children in the Rites of 
_, the Paffover': Iniimication wher-of Chriftians receiy.a charge touch 
ing thear ehildren, to bring them up in the knowledge and pragtile of 
Yea,.and by.an Apoftolicall Ordinance Casicis probable 
The Paftours ofthe Church in all ages.according roche 
hens, have taken an account of whaethe Parents haye.ddne 
inthis: Education of their children, examining them in the Articles. of their Be- 
Yeef, andthe points of the Cateshifm, And ther-upon have approved thole. whom 
they fotsid:P rofcients, arid, by. their Benediction. have .confrmed and. comfocted 
_ thefe their happy’ Beginnings, This, Order, of folemn. Confirmation,is 
_ atknowledged by the Godly learned to be of nerveilons good ufe in the Church. . 
And reafor giveth itfo to be : That fo, when children arecome toa perfet Age, - 
and in fome maners.of Religion, and td give an. 
account of their Raithpshey. may thea.makegn.open .profeflion of their, 
ahd an open promile of their Obedience ro the laws of God and fo thet-upon 
ina folemn maner beadimitred co the holy Comuynion...And dill they. be.thus 
yeeld it (at leaft for Orders fake.) that 
he might.sios talt-of the Tree of life, cand feed: himielé with 
hope of immartality, .. Lhe out. of the Camp: 
unclean. by.2 dead. body, Nam.9.6..could not keep the-Paflover 
\oncthé day. Refeadtary and ObGinate isto be accounted, an Heathen, 
19. The ineefuous perfon.multbe delivered to Satan,.and 9Scamdalous 
‘Chrifians excluded frory civil, much. more fronr facred Commanion. Cer.5. 
“Suth order be taken alfo with. in-ordinate walkers; 2.7 -/3,3..and with 
Heretikss.7 #,3.20, If angman love nopthe Lord Jefus Chrifa.e. 
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his Golpél, Hemuft be pronounced Anathema’: This! is the Difcipline of the 
Church Bond is the Reafon ther-of; Jn the Perfom : 
Phatby the defttuGtion of the Fleth the Spirit may be faved This was an 
 swhelfonie feverity; a Church-punifhment, inflifted as a means appointed of 
| God to reduce and reclaim thofe who were not ately givenup.to'a repro- 
\atefenfe, 27 In refpelt of the Congregariox; char-others might hear and fear; 
$hatochers thight thun familiarity ‘with them for fear of infection by them. 
refpell of rhemtbat are without the Church’: That the name of the Lord 
¢might nor be blafphemed by them + but that they might fee and know,thatasthe _ 
Profeffion, the pra&tife of the Church is aconftant care of holines.” Nor will 
the Church of God indure’it:that any of their Society fhall fay one thing and do 
_ “whother, talk holines, and live ptofanely : 1f any do forget himfelf, and conform 
_ tothe Men of the World in exorbitant courfes, he fhall be fhutt out from among 
+ ‘them,and cut off from their Communion; that fo the whol Afflembly may even. 
= . inthe ey of the world be found in fome meafureconformableto che Holinefs of 
their Head. thefe Reatons fome are co be ‘fhutt out and ‘fequeltred. 
The firftand fecond Reafons are perpetuall, and profs che Execution of this point 
Ditcipline ac all timés : The third was more urgent in the times of thefirft 
~ Plantation of the Church: And in that refpe& it was ( as I conceiv ) that the 
Primitive Churches were fo fevere and rigid, even to an over- meafure of 
‘extremity cill experience raught them: the ‘Neceffity of fome more mildnes and 
moderation. ‘But yet alway ther is ufe of his point of Difcipline, to feperate and 
cut off fcandalous perfons :that fo'the members of the Church may be fecured 
from infe&tiun; and the whol Body from fcandaland imputation. 
The Neglet of the Charch-Officersin finn that may ex- 
(ongregation to the judgemems of God Theit office it is’to watch 
‘overthe Holy things of God; that they be norlaid open to concempt; either by 
admitting them that are not fiteed, or by not fequeftring them that ought to be. 
fequeftred : And their Negligence is a provoking finn : was ic not*upon this - 
ground; that the Congregation doth {martin the tafe of Achan ? The Eldets and 
officers were not {o caréfullas they fhould have been, ‘To which:if ther be added 
the Neglect of inferioar perfons'in doing what they oughe ‘(it istheir part to 
be eys and eatsto the Governours, informing them of what is amifs in 
- a dutifull way toadmonifh them of their dury, and intreat their diligent cireum- 
Speétion, which if they donot, inuch more if they do ¢pprove of theic flacknefs, 
andlikeof them thebetter, becaufe they: are officious.) What ‘wonder if 
_ this Negle® of the Governour prove the deftruAion of thé whol Congregation’: 
—_underftand this in -tefpect of ‘temporal judgements : God to thew his juft indig- 
Mation and to'teach all and every one to have acare of others, both 
for them, and to admonith thémsdoth for the fin of efpeially 
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jfaneminent perfon,caule the whol to {martunder the Rodd of fome common. 
Thefe things being premifed,as things granted, and not at all queftioned; 
_ TheSeruple doth ly inthis one particular, Whether the finn of the unworthe 
and wicked perfos, intruding himfelf into the company of them that draw neer- ~ 
go the Table ofthe Lord-:and the finn of the Churcheofficers who fhould ¢ bur- 
denot’)exclude him, whether this Gan of theirs defile the Conftience of Him 
( a private Chriftian ) whohath.no further communion with them, fave only 
that he.is in cheir company, and they in his, wheahe goeth up to the Fable of’ 
the Lord: He neither approveth of them, nay is greeved for che dif-order ; Whe- 
anfwer Negatively Ic is noe alway.) Ginfull for a private Chrifti- 
an to-receiv the Sacrament in the company, of . them that are unworthy Commue 
nicants,may worthy of Exconmunication, Wor abvay, I fay, Becaule I lif nor 
to plead the caufe uf them, who for fome private refpegts do voluntarily chufe 
the Sociery:of fome wicked pexfons, when it is in their liberty to make a: berrer 
choice, But whereitis. net is.notin the choice of Parifhioners to refuf 
their Pasifh Church to which by the juft law of the Magiftrate they are bound — 
Order fake : Now that.in this cafeir is not finfull I prove by thefe Argu- 


V Hat ho.text of hath manifefted to be unlawfiull,that is not 
full : Forinas muchas Sin isthe Tran[gre/ian of the 
onlawfull,.chat is not finfull: And if the text of Scripcure doth not manifeft a 
| thing unlawfull, who fhalldaretodoit. That no exe of Scriprure hath mani- 
-fefted ic unlawful fora private Chriftian in this cafe to come inthe company of - 
the unworthy, it isevidenced by chisyThac ther is neither any text of Peohibiti«- 
of to forbid it, nor any text of Reprehenfion that hath blamed thofe that have” 
done its Confequent-ly it isnot by text of Scripture manifelted to be unlawfull, © 
and therfore not finfull. As weconclude that lawfull ,thac by text is cicher. com- 
‘manded or commended.So that,ynlawfull,that is either prohibisied or reproved. 
theNotext of Scripmre hath forbidden it, 
Not that of Cor.s.11. No not in that new tranflation, which fome-put in.capi< 
tall letters, as if ther were fome great myftery init: NOT TO BE MIXAT 
TOGETHER. Fruthic is,theris a Prohibition direted tothe Ghurch of 
Corinth and it pertaineth to all che members ther-of: Fhe Prohibition iscothem, 
Not to keep company with {candalous Chriflians,no notto cat with fuch 
But itis manifeft that this Prohibition isnot touching Sacred but Society: 
That companyekeeping is in the Cicty,not in the Church Phat eating is atchejx 


— 
ments, 


22 Moderate Anfwer tothe QueRion, 2 
former Epiftie, Notto keep company with Fornicators and other fcahdalous 
perfons: Fain he would that Chriftians fhould orily forbear fuch' finfult 

courfes, but even the company of them that were therwith-all defiled : Thié his 
Epifile and his charge in it, he doth now interpret. fhewing, That he did not ine 
tend to forbid them all company or fociety with thofe of chat ill-naine which 

‘Were not of the Church ; This fad been to have fhae in’ a ‘cloifter, to 

have banifhed them out of the world to impoledupon thearan impofiibi- 
dity; you mutt feck ‘another “world to live ‘in; feeing:the 
cafe of Gods people in this world, is as of Rofes among thorns, they cannot bur 

_ live'among the wicked : Bur, that, if ther Were any profeffed Chri(tians, that yer 

had not reformed thofeevill courfs,' but ftill lived.in the ufuall praétife of chem, 

fich a one théy niuft have no familizeity; No mot with themsSo tlien, 

_ The eating forbidden is fiich as is not forbidden in Relation to men of the world: 
Now with the men of the world they ever had any ¢ompany. at the Table of — 
the-Lord Con fequent-ly, the text doth not refpe% that facred- Communion, nor 

joining with the {candalous in that ‘facred Action. ‘This phrafe Eat mot 
arith him, is the fame in effe' with that of Receiy him not into your 
: Tewasalrogether unlawfull for the Corinths to invite fuch a fandalous 
mime Brother to their houfes, or tofhew him any courtefie ; yea, I fuppofe the phrafe 
iE doth reach further, even to refufe his invitation, g. 4. Neither invite him to cat 

_ with you, nor. accept of any invitation to eat with him; that fo all thew of 

Familiarity betwixt him and you may.be'avoided.| Addthis; Itcanno ‘béun- 
derflood of that holy Society which is among Chriftiins at the Lords Table, be- 

_ canlethat No not co eat, intimateth the lealt familiarity thatmay 
be; For fo isthe Argument, pid Not to keep company, 
‘Ro nor to€at : But in that Holy fociety which’Chriftians have one with another 

inthe Houfe of God, this'ss euesier, To eat together is the preatelt Whence it 
“Js that the aggravation of the Punifhment of obftinate perfons doth rupn:ina | 
‘cOntrary colurle ; pat can , they are firlt out from 
the Table ofthe Lord. and.aftetward froin the Houfes and Tables of Chriftians. 

“So then} chis'text of Cori 5. not refpeRing the company 

that come to the Lords Table}‘catinot be'alleded to prove it unlawfull, and fin- 

= full for. a Chriftian to be found in compa ny,-and to go along with the:wickéd to 
Nor that of 2 The[t.3.14. The words arethefe: Pf any man obey not our word 

thu E piftle, Notethat maniand have nocompany with him, that be. may. be 

“framed, Hete it is forbidden to have company with brocher that. walketh dif- 

ordetly; So in ver/.6. viz. Hefpeaks of them thav ‘were idle and buGi-bodyes, 

The Chriltians of Theffalonica were molt of them Artifans and Labou- 
forthofe to live idly; out‘of a Calling wasia-dif-orderly walking ¢.and 
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be'underftood; as prohibiting private Chriftians to communicate in thecom~ 


thera work of light, and an Appearance of 


_ of the Actor. 
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23 
thofe che Apoftle Would have to be punifhed : The punifhnsent id. fec down, 
To withdraw themfelves from him ; and To keep noicome 
pany with.him :Now this company cannot be undet{tood of the holy Communie 
on, becaufé it is fubjoined to the verb Nate that manwhich- is 
by divers Godly and Learned is interpreted the! At: of Excogimu-igulinggs,-~ 
nication. 7.4. Excommunicate him, afd ‘have no Company with- 
Him : Pat him out of the Church : yea, oucof all Civill familiaticn: Neitherine 
vite him to houfe, nor willingly be yee found in his couipamy, Which ig yes 
more manifelt . if weconfider, that this rapes, isto fet fuch 2 pom 
as may make hinvafhamed - Now that could not be by ing fo Commouni- 
any. In very deed who fhould J¢not the Precept di- 
rested to the whol Church ? Should they all forbear the Cominunion, and leayv 
their: duty, each in his 
place: The Church-officers muft fet a'note upon . Denounce him asap 
unwotthy member of the Church, unfitto be admitted, not only to the -Tablé of 
the Lord, bute even unfit to be admitted to any familiarity and fociety with them: 
The Church-members muft do accordingly, #.e. forbear all commerce and com= 
mnunion with him ; they muft fhun him as a Peftand a Plague-fore. So then, 
neither of thefe ewo texts relating properly and dire&tly to the Table of the Lord 


pany ofthem thatought notto be admiteed. Sublatofubjelts quafitenis, 
rar  accidentia. Much lefs chole other texts which are by fome added ex 
daiti to fill up toom rather then to confirm thar caue;viz, AG.a.40. 


Theft.5.22. O 2 Tim,3.2.5. For why ?. When Se.Peter faith, Save your 


chit 
orrather of misbeleeving J 


untoward genevation, Doth he {peak of misbchaviour'd Chriftians? 
ews? Andis ita work of Darknefs? Isitan 
pearance of evill co attend on Gods ordinance ? If it benoc fo well performed by 
thefe wicked ones'as it ought ; yet is it motto be accounted evill.' Surely ic is: 
»how-foevertothe wicked:and 
unprepared nothing , is ther no difference beawixt what is evill inthe | 
Subftance of the A@, and what is fo only by Accident,viz. through fome deferr 
From fuch turn.away ( faith che Apoftic. ) What then? Mut I 
from the Comunanion if theycone to ic ? Nov but m the 
courfe of my converfation I muft have nothing to do with them : Nay more.zhat 
ify prove that I mult turn away fuchftom the Holy Com- 


text doth nor neceffarily 
munion ; much lefsdoth ic prove that I muftturn away my felf becaule of them. 


None of thofe texts do fpeak home toche point, leaft of all that of, 


This text doch indeed call for Rparation : buc from whom? Col- 
this outofthe Coherence, In ver.1.4. Be noe ( faith he ) meeqnally 
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yoke,an and wouldihzve 
His Argumencis taken fromtheunequ 


| 
atid company of tht Bed arid Bords In: fociery; 
‘them-take, 
all condition of them 
‘with -Unrighteoufnes Bighe with: Darkne(s;, 
things :that cam’ have! no: 
commerce togecher, nor cérmniunion then come ont from. 
among thew, and (faiththe Lord) and touch not the unclean thing, 
TheChaich of: Corinth lived itvthe!mid(t of Infidelg: No wonder therfore. 
#the Apaftlecall to tepdsate from fuch, toitake heed of <ommiunion, 
which he had staxed vinder:the name of. 


A tophe 


this: ete.cod ple 


and worthe wriclean thing y f2. their presence, as 
his ‘in: fpeviall would=he {have theai forbeir pray,, 
what is this tothe prefence of the Wofthy in rheXxompany of 
Table of the Lord? Is not he blind that feettruot’a :large 


Gifference,-and chartheon¢ doth fatdraw on the other tq be unewfull ? 


follow, that becauféche Goritithiansrwho!' were !prefeac with Idolaters ‘at. their, 
Idol-feafts, are faid:to have communion with Idolaters, ¢hat thetfore he yho is 
ithe cOmpany-of wicked men in their approachifig’ to. the Table of the Lord,, 
Goch partake with thenvin their wickednes? :If fo : Then as the Corinths by. io, 
the uncleas thing : So alfothefe ‘Receivers of whom 
by:fo'doing dé'alfo touch the unclean thing. And fhall we call the: Table 
ofthe Lord ab unclean thing Isit alfo an Idol Ther is.a text in Hagg.22ver., 
‘war~14. which had wont:to be alledged: to. prove that’ wicked men defile the, 


Ordinances of Ged. :But if fo, itis. bar to themfelves not toothers’: As wholom: 


Meavreceived into acorrupted:fomack turns ifto noxious. hamours: and. che 
fame Word that is to.fome thefavour of life, is ‘to othegsi ¢-in. whom it. is not 


with faith) thefavour of Death ta thefe,but not to others in'their compa 
is an‘ectour in mens underftanding They-coneeiv,, that: meerly 
incom 


ith.the wickedsis to communicate with them intheir wicked- 
nels They are Communicate in wickednefs, is to join fellowthip. 
wicked intentions : wicked men take in hand a 
‘wicked purpofe.{ co.honour an Idol; -to-fet up profanefs -to act in the works of 
‘darknes; murther, adultery, cheevery, peryury,@e.’ Then to join fociety with 
them wittingly, is tocommunicate with them in wickednes. Wsttingly, I fay: 


_ Bor thofe 200, that in the finplicity of their heart went alongwith _46/alom to 


Hebron, did not communicate with him in his treafon tho they went. in 


- pany. But.oow, Will any man of wit or reafon fay, That thefe wicked.men, 
and thefe (candalous Brethren, who come to the Table‘of the Lord unworthily, 
q by.which they bare. shemfelves from the Benefis of che Lords 


a wicked purpof and intention ? furely, what faulcines (0- 
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| Mixt Commuxions, 25 
Table ; yerthe thing that they go about, in it felfe is good, a duty enjoined, yea 
acknowledged by them;in which refpeSt it is that they addrefs themfelvesunto 
Gt: And therfore chey that go with them to this, do communicate With thém in 
Good + becaufe they do willingly join their company in the profecution of tho 
intentions. §o then none of thefe texts do fpeak tothe point. 
- Objeé?, But it will be replyed : That tho che letter of the text doth. otily f 
- upon civill fociery prohibiting that as unlawfull : yet by confequence it will. fol- 
low ; Thatif theone, yea that which is the lefs be unlawfull, then che other; yea 
gauch more that that is the greater is unlawfull ; Jf Civil, much any facred 
Society. True: but then, you tuft prefuppofe the fame power of Admitting and 
feparating - If I may not admit him to mine houfe, much lefs may I admit-him . 
to the Table of the Lord : fuppofing me to have the power of Admittiag. I 
grant, that for themthat have power to keep him out,"he Argument holdeth.: The 
Church-officers of Corinth and T heffalomica were bound to make that inference 
upon the text of St.Pax/. And if they did not, lacknowledge theni to haye fin- 
ned. But the cafe is otherwife in this matter: This doth not’ prove; ‘that every 
particular Chrifian in either of thofe Churches did finn in commiifig to the "Ta=' 
ble of the Lord while thefe were not removed, if not they, then neithet is infinn’ 
_ in any of ourChurch-memibers to prefent himfelf at theHoly Tablesto partake of 
_ thofe holy Myfteries in the cogpany of them that areumworthy. For why ? The 
Table is the Lords itis he that maketh the feaft, thae inviceth the and 
bids them welcome: Shall any that is invited and prepared yet abftain ‘becaife 
of anothers unprepatednes? Tell mee I pray you : Did’that text of che Apoftle 
any Chriftian to eat at another manstable, fuppofing that this 
other man hath .alfo invited a Candalous Chriltian ? I trow not. By vertue of 
that text I may nok (-as before was faid ) invite the {candalotis brother, I. may. 
acceprofhis invitation: But third maminvite us both,thistext doth not: 
friendscurtefie becaute of fuch company. tiotfo2 mich’ 
lefs to refufe the invitation of God calling me to feaft at bis holy Table. Did'any 
of thofe guelts in che Parable turn back.when they fawthe-Man.who’ 
had not on his wedding garment, and confequently in the ftate of mahifet ‘un=: 
worthinies and unprepatednes? Did they T fay turn back ? of is apy of them: 
checked for coming in his:;company ? Which brings‘on the fecond part of ce firt* 
Argument;vie. Thatas this cafe is not prohibited, fo neither is it reprehendéds' 
Nottertof Scriprure hath reprehended it) 
- Northat in Cor.s5.2.2. Ther indeed he taxeth the Church of (orimth; that they 


fuffered the incefluous perfon ‘ftill to remain in’ Communion with them.’ He 
_ blameth them that they were puffed wp, i.e. they fought to: hide and: éxcufé the’ 

fauleglorying in theexcellency of the mans gifts ( forit is conceived that he — 
was'a Teacher 


among thein, and that for theeminency of his gifts, they were 
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willing im from the Congregauion. ) This hec ‘upon. them: 
not mourned : What is meant by this mourning is nor cafily co 
determine: Thatis not to be doubced which fome fay,viz. Thac ther is good 
seafon why we fhould mourn for the fin of others. (as did thofe in Faek.o.4 
who are ther-upon marked in the forehead to be preferved from the common dee 
the Congregation ; as allo, becaufe the finns of others do indanger us ( excepe 
we mourn for them a of temporall things both goods and life, and all: 
This I fay is not doubted, yer I rather lean to the opinion of them who undere | 
ftand this mousning, of the indisting a folemn day of Fafting and mourning 


ry 4 


1 for the excommunication of chat inceltuous perfon: The cuftom then was tode-= 
niounce the fentence of Excommunication in a folemn maner, with the generall 


written to the whol Church of Corinth, & 


mourning and lamentation of the whol affembly invited ther-unto by appoint 
ing atime for that Action, So much the learned do obféry out of this text, Car.5. 
3. & 2.Cor.33.0 . And this is that that I conceiv the Apoftle meaneth in faying, 
Yee have net mourned, that he might be pus away from among you. And was this 
‘the Duty of every particular perfon in che ion? The Epiftle indeed is 
re{pe<teth every particular perfon in the 
_ Congregation : But I fuppofe that St.Paal doth not intend to accufe every par- 
ticular member either of being puffed; or of not mourning: much co injoin 
every uian to put on that folemn maner of mourning by indigion of the day, 
and denouncing the fentenceof . 
To beleev that whatloever is fpoken to the whol Congtegation may. be exe- 
cured by ev meinber ther-of; is in effet to take away diftingti- 
on of Orders and officets.in the Church and Common-wealth : When God 
«faith That intifers to Jdolary be foned te déath ; Doth he intend to 
put every man in Authority to fee the execution done imrnediately ; Nay, incafe 
the Magiftrate neglect his office,doth this warrantifeevery man to put the law 
in execution ? Doth not thislaw of God rather intend that execution pafs on 
by the hand of the Officersdeputed to hear and determin ef fuch mat- 
vers When writing tothe Colloffians, Col.4.17. putteth in this exhor- 
ration; And fay te Archippus, Take heed to the MLiniftry which thou received 
in the Lord, tbat thou fulfill it; Doth he hereby authorilé every Collofian to lay 
this charge upon the Minifter? Or is it not rather to be prefented to him by the 
hands of them that were in mye authority ? So, beither in Cor.s. sae : 
was net puffedup, wasnot guilty of communicating in that fin. And fuppof 
thatthe Church-officers had in removing the inceftuous per- 
m © fon (as perhaps they did not remove fome other {eandalous brethren. from the 
Charche fociety is nothing in the text to lead us to -beleev that $t.Pas/in+ 


; 
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their devotions to {ee fuch diforder, a reproof I fay not 
with-draw chemfelves from the Communion of the Church in their approaching: — 

tothe Tableofche Lord. 
30, He them who held Communion with Idolaters in their 
Idol : and in Cor,21. them who profaned the Table of the Lord by their 
unreverent carriage and behaviour at ic : ufing many Argumencs co difwade. 
them from that evil, and to perfwade them to a reformation : yet doth he not.ci-- 
ther mention this as 2 motive, that they did bring fin upon otherss or adinonifh 
others to forbear communion with them till thefe things were reformed, leaft 
ther-by their con{cience fhould be defiled, and the ordinance of God become un- 
"profitable té them. Yer this had been a very powerfull Argument of perfuafion: 
to the one & tothe other,and doubrlefs had ther been truth in it, St.Paal 
would not have forgotten it. The unworthy receiver ( Gith the Apoftt 
drinketh damnation to lsmfelf : He faith not, to himflfand others : 
it doth not follow from the filence of the Apoftle,that his fin cannot 
-another befide himéelf : But this doth follow ; That ifto him that hath prepared 
himfelf ther had been any danger at all from the prefence of others who are un- 
_ worthy, this had beena Paul t have mentioned it. Which fince- 
hehath not, we conclude, that he who hath examined himfelf; hath done enough 
_ tofecurehim from the danger of eating and drinking damnation to himfelf, When 
the doth fer down the caufesof that plague that was the Corinths. 
doth he mention any fach thing as their prelénce with the wicked ia the Dury of 
Receiving ? Ordoth thetextany wher ataltimply it? 
We find in Ezek, 2 2,26. a complaint of the Priefts that they had vislatedand 
aned the Fioly things of God: that 
ane, mor 
“he would have him to deeyincimateth Re of fal@prophets 
had not done their duty,viz. To feparate the from the vile, Bat if we 
look upon the places and weigh them well, A sir may a that both texts have 
_ telerence to the Duty of T 
ngs holy and profane, they muft feparate thé precious 
from the vile, pronouncing mercy to the one,denouncing or ape to the other =~ 
admitting y things, keeping of the other: This muft doand 
But whiat this to the caufe in hand Doth 
this countenance the courle of fuch thofe tliat do fae them-- 
tives from the Hely things of Gods becaufe thole be admitted which oaghit not ? 
are they that forfaket that prepare a Table Trowpand 


rence 
15.9, the fhewing the Prophet what 


and Officers in the Chturch They multindeed 
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2s AA Moderate Anfwer tithe Queftion, 
- of them who admis the promifcuous multitude to the Table of the Lord: As if the 
Reophet had-blamed:Hrael forthe like.careleine{s in: their Paflover and Peace. 
Offerings : wheras the text doth blame their Idolatry, pot their profanefs::Idolas 
ory in dacrificing to and the Holt of Heavens But admit’ ic 
as a tax of ‘negligence and/profanels, yet it not fall’ upon every particular 
 petion: Apply it to the Church- officers and fpare nots bur blame notthem, who 
caufe she promifCuous multitude are not tura‘d away, do not turn away them- 
Elves from the Table of the Lord. Aad fo much forthe firft Argument,oe. 


> 


‘The fecond Argument. 


O man may negleS, either the Duty that he owe¢th to God; or the Bene.’ 
N fit which God reachéth forth to Him upon pretence that another man doth 

Hot perform his Duty, or is not fitced to receive the Benefit with Him. Shall not 
che Husband pray, or Hear and Receiv, becaufe the wife-of his Bolome is paffio- 
nate and irrecoticiliable? Shall aot Lot make haft out of Sodome, becaule his fone. 


Gn-laws donot prepare:to go, with him ? it is a Duty toreceiv the Sacra- 


daitied this Sacraments)-1.To hold forth the Benefit Chrifts death to the wor 


ment is plaiti enough by that precept, Do this in Remembrance of mee: That ther! 
isa Benefit reached forth tous in it, evident by thac word of our Saviour, 
This is my Body, T his is my Bload , He that eareth myGfielh, and drinketh my blood, 
hatheverlafting hfe. Nay more: This Benefit cannor be had without this daty : 
Except yee eat the ficlh ef the Sonof man, anddrinks his blood, yee have no life in 
Joh.6.53- You will perhaps reply, That Duti¢és mult be performed ita 
sight manner, otherwife wesmay provoke God : Irae: muft eat the Paflover,yet 
notin their uncleannefs, nor with the unclean, fay fame of Chriftians. I. 
rant the Propofition for found.and good: The inflance of Ifrael doth nocreach 
Ese to the point in hand, Jedeth notappear by any textof Scripture? Tharif 
the Mafter.of the familie did negle& to excludefuch as were unclean,.thae thers 
upon thechildren or fervants did, or.mightlawfully forbear the Paflover. 

_ Add this alfo, To,bring home the Argutnent mote particularly to the caufe'in _ 
‘hand where a prepared Heart. may comply with the principall end of Receiving 
the Sacrameng,therought-he abfent hismlelffor want of the fecondary, 
cafongiveth ic, That Duty:to.be done; 4 Benefit ito be expected: 
Af, ther be divers Ehds of doing that duty, fome wiore, fome lefs principall : No 
reafonro neglect tharby which the» Principall,.end{may be obtained, becaufe . 
We.cannotobrain.the {rcondary. ‘Now then, As. Ged hath appointed: and ore 


thy Receivers that by partaking of Chriftsficth and’ blood theChbriftian maybe 
‘more neerlyunited co Chrift bimfelf inthe firft plac ; and then to the memibers 
of Chrift.. 2. Tocall for and»caufe in the,Societ faithfull a “publick 
Teftification of their mutuall-love.and charity one ¢another'as members 


‘ 
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fame my Ricall body. :So, the principall end ofiReceiving 
onand Communion with Chrift,and:all good Chriflians (the living members of 
Chrift ) whichwas:begun in Baptifin: And che \fecondary is to make profeffion 
of ac by with this and that Aflembly of Chriftians. Now then, fince the. 
primary-end of Receiving is our Union with Chrift ¢and our union, with Chri- 
ftians is but.the fecondary Far we are not united to"Chrilt being ‘received 
into the Congregation, but indeed received into, the’ Congregation becatfe 
united to Chrift,.) Nay finee, the primary endyis Union: and. our Profeffion or- 
Teltification therof is but. the fecond ( or third PI end of Receiving. Therfore 
where the Primary ead may be abteined, why. fhould the want of the fecond: 
(cor pethaps the third.) be accounted any: jult to keep us off. Now,how-_ 
foever,the mrxture of bad with the it § 

inthe Aflembly might fem:a juft- barr to,our Profeffion. of Communion and: 
Fellowfhip with this or that Congregation, yet fince it canmot hinder.us in ob-, 
taining our deGize of Union with Chrift, and his myfticall .Body, why fhould 


or the feandalous courfes of oversmany 


this mixture be any barr to the Dutyenjoined 2. Ia very.deed. if that: Profefiion’ 


of our, felyes to the Number of. chem who. hold of Chrift;and his-Church;" 
if thisX,] fay ) were the principall end of Receiving the Sacrament, Then were. . 
there fomefhew of Reafon to forbeas-joining with a mixe Affembly : But now: - 
it is qtherwile, were indeed ro be wished shatthe whole Congregation- were 
might affectionatly defige ro continue in. Communion ‘and 
lpwfhip with them: But if ic fall ouc otherwile through the fauls of other 
Can. that be a fufficient reafon to-hinder us ftom the Saccament.s The prime-fruir, 
and Benefit wher-of-we may, partake of, evenin the mixt Affembly ?, Addthis, 
That itis charitably fuppofed, ther be fome Saints in the Congregation ; 
and,in our, addrefSto the Sacrament. we do profess our defite of Union atid 
munion with them :if others intrude themfelyes, we.came, not thither. meet: 
withchem, Now:the Q.ueltion iss whether we may negleét. the. good, and, ‘godly 
Chtiflians, and that Duty which we.ow to God. in refpest. of chem, becaufe,of, . 
_the bad and wicked, whom finding ther, we have not power ta remover.) 
“That Opinion which in the beft Ages of the Church hath. beets condemned’ 
A of errour: And chat which neceflarily cafteth Chriftians upon. inextricable 
difficulcy’s and difcomforts, is in all: probability erroneous, and, therfore.not to, 
be embraced.: Such is theopinion of them who jhold. ic for a -Chrifien 
wellsprepared’for the holy. Sacrament -by, felf-examination according=to 
the Doétrine of the Apoftle to draw. neer.tothe Table of the 
them.that are, uijuftly permitted.to.come. to that, holy- Ordinance, 


e 


‘A to the Qusftion, 
7 upon fuch grounds.made a {eparation from the 
che Denatits Church of God, afid fer up feleS Congregations 
before him again ft the Noratians. Of their own ; utte(ly condemning thofe ‘Chur- 
Norehere,thavoften in his books ches and Affembli¢s, who admired of any fuch 
De the Communior of the Church whom. they 


che of accounted fit co fufpended from the Sacra- 

Cyprian, lib de lapis, co yeove che Ment, and the y ofthe faichfull, 

¢Onelufien that we have in hand. That icdoth arily caft many Chriftians 
Ities and difcomforts is 


comamnicare pece2tis alien ynon inextricable 
cum evidence in this : That if it be unlawful co receiv 
the Sacramant in a mixc Affembly ; Then it may — 


fall out that fome Chriflians may for ever be deprived of that Ordinance, and 

want that comfort both in life and death,which they might have by it. For why ? 
fame have not liberty nor means of feparation, arid feekmg elfewhere, 
Wives, children, fervants' which are under the Covert and command ef their 
Husbands, Parencs, Mafters : Some again are fhut'up in prifon ; others banifhed 
or confined co fuch a place where this Doftrine is not beleeved, nor is that Satra- 


idee by the R 


ia _ ment any where to be had, but in the Parochiall Affemblies of that Place aiid 


People. Now for all fuch to be deprived of the Sacrament, and of the comfort 
which cometh by it, is 2 matter of fuch inconvenience, that it cannot in any pro~ 
bability .be allowed 4s an Order, and Appointment of Chrift. ConfequentlyT 
conclude ; That che Opinion which denyeth it lawfull for 2 Chriftian to commu- | 
tticate in’a mize ly, is in alf probability erroneous and not to be received. 


- ‘This alfo may be caft in to make up full weight ahd meafure > That we find 
iti the Gofpel our Bleffed Saviour not excluding Jedas from the Paffover, even 
when he knew that he had confpired withthe Priefts to betray him. Nor do any 
ofthe Difciples; when our Saviour told them, 2'e¢ are wor all clean, One of you 
fall betray me, not any of them do call upon Chriftto tura out the Traitour, no 
not when by the Sopp given to Judas, Chrift had masifefted him to be the man. 
Wher-in if the Apofiles were to blame (fo it may be thefe men, may think) as . 
not fulficiently ( ac that time ) carefull co have 2n Holy Communion by fepata- 

tran(gre& the Rule of Holinefs, Nor would he have pennitted: Inde to fit fo neet 
them if any of chein might therby failof Recetving the Benefie chat might upon 
felf+preparation be juftly expected from that Sacramént; Nor do I know what 
can be excepted agiinft this, any would deny the Neceffity of morall 
eleannefs'to the preparing and fitritig of ché Fews for the ofthe 
Paflover; or boldly avonch that nothing more was required argiuacubt 
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bing them to the of it is evident 


and lepall purifications of the Flefh which 
is an opinion fo ro% and abfurd, thar none of underft would own i 
andavouch ic, Weread Hezekiah urging the P of the Heart, as an 
Arguasent to prevail with Gad to Pa 


nly in the.way of fignification and commenefection to put them.in 
ih he sheet. wwhy doth our 


Saviouriblame the Phariftes who were but too diligent, and obferyant of their 
nies : No, no «Evident it is, that Sacrifices,and Cer were ac- 


ceptable only as Inftitutions, and Admonitions of Morall Duties: As atother 


‘dimes ; So in:their Preparation of chemélyes to the Holy Sacrament Nor 


ic enough for chat he wasclean as fasr seach.) 


go not enough thas his feet were wathed. (if wathed they were ) hy, 
Since the Heart westull.of covetoufaes and divelifh intentions. Whole un- 


deanniefs, might it be an hinderance tothe Refidue in receiving the Benefit of 
the Sacrament, Can-we'with reafon beleev, that our Saviour would nor have 


| @hutt him out, and fo have taught them ( upon fach an occafion 


of thels men sall for with fo uch importunity 


I dofe up all in Since neither Scripture nor Realon do conclude. ic 
‘unlawfull, Nay fince (the Scripture being filent iif the caufe, neither 
prohibiting nor reprehending )Reafon doth draw us to conclude againtt 
the opinion of thefe men ; mot re= 
cebu the’ Séorqupent ine mixteAfembly, 


| 
xtratted out a Re(ponfary Letter: 
To your two Q ueftions propounded in the clofe of the Lerrer 1 return: 


| this breef Anfwer for your fatisfaction: 
To the firfl, viz. Whether it'be not a finn in the Minifter to deliver the Sacra-> 


ment to bem that feandalous : who having been fuch, hath notas 
-. yet reconciled himfelfto God and the Church by publik esidehots of his Re- 


cance, Icannovadmic the Affirmative for a Tiath ws. It is. fini in him ex- 


| - with thefe limitations. 


W ther. is power in the Hand of the Minifter to keep fach men off, and 
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3. When the tnat is indeed fcandalous nototioufly known 
given offence: ‘ Bat the tale is ther wifes when either che Miniter hath 
tatiees and Or «thirdly; when che fs aot: indeed 
feandalous Which indeed até not. ” Ther a feandal fo a weak brother in the 
‘Swantof charitable ufe of Chriftian Liberty 3 Ther is a ftandal tothem tar 
‘ate without 2"This later is ‘only chat fandal’ thac defervech be the 
the wit whether i the Prople to with 
My fach: To tectiv the Cotnmunion in the Somety of fach'a Minifter, 
‘and fuch {candalous Brother.’ I fay‘as befores affirm it finfull ; ex- 
 perfon is itdeed {caridalous, and hach nor reconciled himelf. 2. When it 
the fiberty ofthe Communicant to chufé or refule oy. Burche cafe 
“ds otherwile; when it isnot evident to him, that the other hach not reconciled 
‘bimfelf: or when it is not in the liberty of the Comunicant to refafe, Now as 
_At is not in the liberty of che Chriftian (faving the Duty that he oweth to.God) 
toabftein altogether from che Sacrament: So tieicher is it ier*his liberty (‘faving 
that he oweth to the Magiftrat ) to abftaip from that Congregation , 
wher-of by vertue of his hoaféand Habitation he is knowa to bea 
Member. Atrhe Communion of the fick peradventure 
i ‘forbear from joining in fotiety with fich, if ‘they fhould 
defice: Not fo, from the publick : 
ation.s 
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